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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 November 2004 . 
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3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim{s) 1-14.31 and 32 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) ^ Claim(s) 1-14.31 and 32 is/are rejected. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendments and RCE, both filed 11/1 5/04. 

2. Claims 1-32 are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 10 are independent claims. 
Claims 15-30 were cancelled, and claims 31-32 were added. This action is made Non-Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner 
in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-14 and 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stautner et al. ("Stautner", US 6,172,677) in view of Klostemian (US 5,550,576) and Grooters 
(US 6,684,399 Bl). 

As per claim 1, Stautner teaches a method of implementing an electronic programming 
guide through a program receiver comprising: providing access to a first electronic 
programming guide with a first set of program selections over an airwave broadcast medium (fig. 
5); providing access to a second electronic programming guide with a second set of program 
selections (fig. 2); and enabling a user selection of viewing programs (col. 4, lines 58-60). 

Stautner does not specifically teach that the first and second EPGs to be provided over 
different media, specifically the second medium to be the Internet. However, providing EPGs 
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over different media is known in the art. For instance, Klosterman teaches that EPGs can be 
"provided in a separate data stream via a different medium" (col. 6, lines 12-14), or "generated 
within the IRD box, a satellite receiver, the television, the VCR, a central office location, etc." 
(col. 6, lines 23-25), and if program schedule information is "received in a format which is ready 
for immediate display" less memory is required for the program guide system (col. 6, lines 1-11). 
It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to provide the programming 
guides of Stautner over different media as in Klosterman in order to reduce memory 
requirements of the program guide system. 

While Klosterman teaches that EPGs can be provided in a separate data stream via a 
different medium, Klosterman does not expressly disclose the medium to be the Internet. 
However, providing EPGs over the Internet is known in the art. For instance, Grooters teaches 
an EPG system for receiving program content from one or more sources, including the Intemet 
(coL 4, line 59 - col. 5, line 47). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine Grooters' teaching of using the Intemet as a medium for obtaining 
additional program content with the method of Stautner-Klosterman, because the Intemet is a 
world wide network which could greatly extend the resources for obtaining program contents for 
EPGs. 

As per claim 2, Stautner shows that the second set (fig. 2) to be more extensive than the 
first set (fig. 5). 

As per claim 3, Stautner teaches that the first EPG provides the programming guide and 
program content (fig. 5). 
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As per claim 4, Stautner-Klosterman-Grooters shows providing the second EPG 
(Stautner, fig. 4). 

As per claim 5, Stautner-Klosterman-Grooters teaches the step of automatically coupling 
the user to said Internet upon receiving a request for access from the user (Klosterman, col. 7, 
lines 46-52). 

As per claim 6, Stautner-Klosterman-Grooters teaches intemet access (Stautner, col. 3, 
lines 45-46; Grooters, col. 5, lines 27-29). 

As per claim 7, Klosterman teaches user selection of provided program selections (col. 6, 
lines 34-56). 

As per claim 8, Stautner teaches providing the first and second EPGs in response to user 
request (col. 4, lines 29-34). 

As per claim 9, Stautner teaches providing tuning information (col. 4, lines 58-60). 

Claims 10-14 are similar in scope to claims 1 and 5-8 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 31, Grooters teaches providing access to program guides on two different 
web sites (fig. 2; col. 5, lines 29-35). 

Claim 32 is similar in scope to claim 31, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Inquires 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sy Luu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4064. The 
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examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm (EST). The 
examiner can also be reached on altemate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (571) 272-4063. 

The fax number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 




SY D. LUU 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 



